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^766] ’ ^ 2001/14)1^418, 1922 

No. 66] NEW DELHI, FRIDAY, MARCH 9, 20017PHALGUNA18,1922 


TTci dgiH ♦talC'tM 


(Prom) 

3Tfl|^-oRI 

M 9 2001 

3ifrw 


faTO:^N^f%A«iiRw( 

H. 9/1/2000-^ •qr 1995 4 W WtftcT tfefi arfaf^m, 1975 afa 

tiw (infer ^arf ^ ^ m -qi^M arisen -q^ ^rnT'JT n«n srfb ferfcn) 

fern, 1995 ^ «TR 3 VSti ^ ; 


<5. wQb/JI 


1. fateful cf> «n? f^lH'feRsId J#)7TT 3TW^ 41^ £ : 

ft>) yifecpT^ (fefe iff cf7?T Trzrr t) ^ rfH ^ f^ajrfypr efr 

3TFTTcfr 3ft ^Tfirfe^ ^ ^ f^TRF - eftt 3Tf^RjcHT £RT JTRPTcE jfesf/ft 

3TfSRjf%RT «ft treff ^ 3R^ftEI toT SIT fa ft f^eft y chRM efft TTT^ 3ft 

Weffe Iftftt ft? felRsld ft 3Tyft ffttllft 3ft 3T^M cfRTft I 

(^) yiterSt ft w ysft cftT srrito yft ycr> yfft ftyft aft fftnft ^ 

^ crrfoi 3ft fftftr ft* fttor ift^ftf tr sn^r fft^N, sT; cjftft ^r. y^r wi 

35T anjftej fftRir ^t^tt arr, 

752 01/2001 
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(e) snterft Tnft f%?rsrar Eefi eY 15/12/2000 E>r aM Rier YlRaE, ee ^ TRp 

ER^T cfjj 3RW EETE ftm 5JT I *fift3E> E5E % f^ER 5R?JE ER^ ET& THft E«fi Yf 

aFjfar 1 %et eet stt ^ HlRsi^ re Yr <ee^ ee 3^ ftxTRt eY fort^E ^ erje 

E>Y I Eaft E5t RcR? 3t E^ eft ^ fYM Efl“T 3RT ERJE %E EE f^ERT E?T EfYET EFE 
ER EE EE m^\ W fdffbEI, EfY ETTj; t?T, ERJE E>Y I ElRgcb EpTETif cfcEeT ETfTTEEEETi 
ehR^rt ^ I 

(E) ETtofft % EPft f^EE^ E5ft E>T EF EF^ET^E? EE^R TJEoRST ERlt fwRT^f fcrf*FT 
f^EE^ ESTf £TET EE^E EPft E5fi cfr amYq 41E 3T7T EE f^f Et? EE> ftf^E £f I 

(R.) ETteTcREtafr alt? efe Hee^ Efiat srt f^ ee BEtT ee eteRtet Rrete! 
afR/3TeJET ?E P|CE>q1 4 E^RfE EE^ETS} E>t E| t, 

(E) EEYrEE f^EE 16 cfr 3T^ER; ?E PW*fl cfT feR f^TE 3REEEET ESET/3EER YE 
fcTER fcRET EET ET EEE>t RTEEEft ftETETg' EefrEY3tEfeftaffc^EEE ERE f^EfRYf 
(EtEFT EZfTE SRT TRtJE) EE ?E I^FERtf *T fEftTEE f^TER fcYET EET t I 

(T?) fET 3Tf?RjEET *T JR£W * * ‘ fcRE EMEET E* 3TTER EE ftRft EST gTET EE^cT 
EJEET Eit EE^fE ERET t 3fR Eltefft gRT YTEET^EE jMe ETET EET % I 

(R[) RtlRlliftE ^ETTE 

2. cl^HH EfrE 4 ftETETSftB \JcETE f^Rtrf^£tEBYt) t, Eft RET E>I<tPYe EETTEE t I 
E? EE? EYE ^ETERET 'Ye^E EFT % ftjRTEE ERTST EEEtE EEFt *T f?PET 

REE t I BrEEfl ET EE EEET EcE^iAe'IEM'IcH ^ EElEFT % f^ET ERET t I 
EE ^TrFTTeT ER $ 1 : 5 $ 3T^ETE ^ EcETFTETEETETtcT E^ TTETefT $ TTTE fcRET EflET 

t I f^rcfrftFT EE ETtf cEE$|Rcb EfcRefTEE E# t I EE ^tieIYet RfET^ER 

t : 

5 - (3,45 - ^fEETRft spER^cT) 2,4 ^TEWT (Yft | RE | EE 4 art 3 ) 




1 1—ms 1 ] 


MTOt 'TTST'ra : 


3 


cf> \3gTTgP % gR' SIlft'H ?Tcf f I f aiRcff^ W^TT, OT^<toTl^^^M 3JW 
^cROT I 

cfg cpffcRUT ^HRjcth £fap 3Tf£ffRg 1975 ^ STEgJg 29 cfr fclf^TV 
TfMrr R. 293359.02 g> 3T?T^T fogT ggT % | 

fcTcrRT#3 33ggg^ gftif JTNf^Tcp ftWgf cfft cReT f I 

’T. wrh Erepj 

3. [$WlRlH (^1^^) 3Tcf) Cjir4p|cp WJH t I Wo«P 3T0^- ^R - ^ | • fr q 'jfr q 

eTeg % RRTcpT gcg$T vJMgNl ^\Rsft E& PlHi u l if fcpgT gffPT t I '^ePI \JgiiR fctSRcffc R 
RRFg \3MgR g> 3ToTTgT TTgsfl" efr 3TgR if fcpgT RTcf! t I ^tRPff <£ 

cPT ItfgR TTe^rsrRTTvjfreT ^ V-igRlH 3 fcpgT vSTTcTT t I cWTft f^sflf&g ^ v 3^-|l<H g?t 

gfsPgT ejwcb^i arggr sflei’ifficfl if grrf fcp?tg 3 R 7 gff t 1 

^ Wfg gft CR% g> feR ^ TJSJfg gRT vJcMlfcJcl #T ^ 

RRfrR $ RgH cR§ $ 5TTfto$ gRT ggPMf RgfaT gfogT, gTTgf 

3ffW WfFT tR tfrp W^ffcRny fcRRcll^ft R flpgR fcpgT ggT t I 

HTfaepnft ggRgTcrtfcpf7TgTcTgg JS^ gR^f cfc foP? cpf^ gc£ g^f f^WI 
^mjT t fep v 3^A j I gRT 3cMlRcl if 3TTgTfcfg Wnft f^TeRt gpTcft f^Rgpf 

t 3fR gf cj | f&lf^Tch 3ff7 pcb-Ml WS t TTg^ R ^Wfocf Tffrngft gg 

RcRSTRFT t I g^ 3t)Vl gRT vicMlRcl «Pt Rgg 2 (g) g> 3T«ff cp RpR xffg % 

RRfcfcr cfc TPTFf cReJ gRT ggT t I 

cbT ^3cT mRcFiT^ 7PTR g^aft c^ gi^ if 5Tf7Rcb Rwgt g?t 

WRcT |f I 
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3ft? WH gT^ eft gT^ 4 Tgfrcfr ^grtg gRT gJgg fag t^t fagR 

f^gRTtftg gggg 3lW TFTTg gvRJ eft gft 3 JTTCftgo f^glgf $ gTfaggfr gRT 

fto^ gg ftgfog g> gltf 3 fcfgfft f|cM£ R«T gRT 3TFI% g^t got g^ # I g? 

^TRTT t fcR f^Tsftfag go! wi #HT gjego gg-?M eft cT^ET ^t gff ^ t I 

Wlf£|go|3 ^ fcfogf ggl t ffr g? 3R2JTg 29 g* gfg TTT^T Weft cR3J eft Tptt gggTtft 

g? glgTR I TRTg 3TKIR go clfcT 3gft ^TTeT ggTT^ gg g % gg giffgRgt ^ 

^e^RFgft got %ETft?I gRft got SITftgorft got $m A gggg gftt t I ggftgg ^ 

wflg fRfe wl^goitf it ar^ter t % $ fergRitftg ^rgrg 3ik ggTg ggg eft «nV % 

gRftgo Pmggtf got g# I 

*r. 

4. g? gTftgoT 3RgoT ^TT ?fegT feT, gfegRTI art* ^T3T goftgRgl fftr. 

tgggTg gRT gRR got gf t fogrft #3 go *JcT got 3TSggT ggt ^ MfcRT f^tfag 
(^Ett) go! RTgg %I? vJIT^ goT 3TNtg eFTTgT ggT # I RgTgg ^g gftgg ggIRg ft 
HTf^goT^ gft ^f%Tcf fftogT ft 1% ^gef«y 3TTgoftt eft 3TggR 1ftfftgtgT3ft gft ^4t 3lk gft 
1996-97, 97-98 3ftY 98-99 eft ftfgg vJTgoT ggggg (ftt. gg ft) fttft gftrgT ggT ft :- 


go.Tf. 

■go«rftl gg gR 

WTftd STRcfT 



98-99 

m 



78.65 

92.35 

3.60 

m 



3.28 

0.56 

v3. g^r 

3. 

SIlfttMlTT 


19.02 



■ 

'fTteT gggf 


11.93 

^3. g^t 

m 

5. 

^ Sm 


115.94 


omi 

6. 

31cgoT ^g fcT, 

^3. R^t 

140.91 

134.61 

201.26 


(^3. g.-ggegg gftt) 
















[MPT I—T 5 P»¥ 1 ] 


MTOT MTT WT 5 T : 3 TOPTKM 


5 


Wcf 3Rf§[ cfr feR 'd(MI<^'1 ^ 3TFf>? ^ Id I TPJTfi}, ^oTTcRII 

vdcMIcJH JMTeft ^T 3H|cbeM ^ ^ ^ 1998-99 $ iftwft cfr xj^||cH # 
iTlfxTchlchxlIsft cf5T t^cJd w^<g f%77TT «Mdl ?TT I 

qiftlcRcRM ^ WRIT # fcf7 cpf 1999-2000 (f^P37,99 tRP) 3 ■d^lK^I 


3RT fcfRTT W cf>T ^qi^T ^ f^TT m\%:~ 


\Jcqi4cb 

1999-2000 (f^TT, 99 W) 

qifatblthTlt 


3c*R -£ J vH feT. 

158.64 

$^CI C^f*^ cj->c^M 

138.47 *ft. 


297.11 

f^ETT 

73.41 % 

'HH^cb 


3TI^>t^ eld 

32.60 

qiBlcblchxll ^ TRTefej-JH 

329.71 

f&WII 

81.46 % 

3R*I 


xjfNl 4>wf 

75 

'#cH \J^KH 

7 1 

i 


iURjchl 4 5R^cT tfcMIcH ^PRft 3TTcf^t c£ 3TJJTR PREf 3T^T ^ c^cTeT infcRRWwt ^T 
J>e1 vjcMiqq ^T 73.41% 3 hM"^ 1 TPTsfcfj A'8'^ STT^fhffr^ TTRT f^TeTcf^ vJRT^T 

^T 81.46% «HcTT t I 


5nf£|chi'?) ^ 'ilc cp><cl ^ fcR ^7T Mchiy i|IfqcRctrcl1 vTSfl 1 1 " ^ 3fk 


qTTT RiJHI^liy CR^MPT 4rffcR ^RI7 cRRf cR ^rfSTcT 3TTETR t I 
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JTTtorft ERfrpR Rtcbtf E> fcl if ^TCTT ERltE $ El^ if EEl^ 

E^ f^jfrT cf?t ERct ^ | 

TO 


E>. >HI-HIW| ijeE 

ErefrE 5RT apm fifoy e? 

^E c£ f^EEV^ETR^E % ctfrf ErR E ETET ^ cfft f&rfrf ifEERE ?JeE ^T 
MET EEffEE EEERE ^THT cfr 3EER EE ERET W t i EE^ ^?ff ^ f^Rfe^T RRT ERE 
if ERT E cf^ ^ tixfc^ EEfTE fRT fcldl'fl cfrt g)cf| ^ 1% f^RffHcR ERcftii sfRIR if 
EEEE E^t RfSfE ER P> I 

Elfafrlfl E> farTR 

ETfEREEift EE it? HETET i? f^> tJIe Et RekieE ^ RrEltf^cT EEE if S El Ndl EE 
REE E^f Ret t 3ftR RTEEE ?JeE, Me E^RE 3fk ETRE Elf^fE ^ Eft if cft^ 

^RfT fR^cT Et?l E?t ^ I 3RT: ETReE'?) fRdRcpl Eft 3ETjRiMt ERIcf t" 3fft REcRE 
Tfcfftm EJEET c£ 3TTER TR EeR|i£ eft £ I 

EiRi<t)i<t>-dM ft steeRi fcfnrr ei Re ftftr ft eiere tjri eft ftftftftH Eft 
EftEftcRT REITEE RlEd ft 3ITETE EE E-ftEEE fftET RRf I ^E Eftf^jfftft ft ETfftEEft Eft 
MRoifeld ollEd RRrRcT ERft ft feR ERE ftfEI ERT I EffcTE Rftl ft EEERT ft ftflE ft 
MRchfefd EITHER ^RE ftl 3TH HTTE 3RfR ft ftRTE I ETHftcft RER - 43.03 ¥R cffft 
ftHd fftftdE EE ft Ren ft “ * 3THftcft RTER/ftf. RE 3RTET ‘ 1 ‘ EnER/ftt. RE EEE 
RT E£T ft I 



C*TFT I—'*ST*S 1] 


WHIWW : wnw 
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(W) folfa 

TTTteT^t $ <TRT RTeT$T ^ERT cfr J^dlRcb RaTT^RFT cfRlTT R7T *** 

w?/taT. f^RT rrt % i cbKxyMHid Mcf cffhTcT rtt Mrjt $ wr if 0.50 

RRR toT. (iJlRlchichi $ 3T^Hcf cff 3TTRR R?), TRsft ^TT 5mT?t cfr R<T if 
0.5% , ifR if cfr fcR 2% cj?r R7 cb4l¥H, MftPT cTFR 7R if 0.5% 3fR 
RRffa RfR cf> 3R7TR f^fcFT 3fk RH TPTRt c£ 2% ^\ f^TTR if eft Eff «n^ 

ffcm TOT t I cRfTft, ERdl^ufl RT5*ff sfK i||(x|chl^3ft $ PuM RT 3TT£|faT RTCTt 
3RTcr if RtorSt gRT #=T cp tf'RKcb'f £RT 3FRT= 3M TTJsft R^Fft RUT Tsrdf f^R RFf 

cFRff ^wrfcR 2% cf?r ^r %raFT otttct affa RRrfru trr <$ fcR 3% ^ 

^ ^T cRft?R cff Rft if UlRlcRWf 3RT fcRJ RTf Ref c£f 3 T^r1cT R# Rf £ I 

?R RTRuff R> ftR fUR TO RRTTRRt cff TOTS RR73TRTRR TRR3Tt«ft f^RltcT 
cfRcf 43.03 W*=H3TRfR?f RRR eft RrcT ftPlHU R7 R7 *** TRR/fRjy 3RRT “* 
3RfftEft RRR/f%RT« Rif cfTT 3RRTR t I 

(n) rtrr rtRSr 

?rrter& if men^itff PiuHMef) Rf rrreh if rsit Rqfl^cf rhm rr, fRfa 

cftRcf 3tk RTRT RTfftR cff ftrtffr* eft RTTf^RT ERft URf Rf<ftd1 eft 3TRRft Eft Rr ftfcT 


eR 3RRRR fftRT £ I OTf TOT TTHTRT R*R ftRffa cftHdl ft 3TTETR RR 

RTfftRft if ftR ft Rfft Pi ft deft ft RTRcft if RTCR RlfftR ER +jcfteM fftRT # ftf ifft 
TRRff if fftjl RUT f? :- 


^T 


R1HIRJ TJ?i| 

3TRMt 

RRR/f%TTT.) 

Pwfd d?R-a 

•J, IJ1S] 

i;R»R J ftit/t i 

RTdd dlRH 

e 1 /.) 

4tR 

Riff vddTIdcb/Plufdch 

<r * * 

*■ * k 

87.42 
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(n) 

5. vJgfDT gRT f&JT TRIT cT#- 

jfKf^Tcp ^ 7I~2 fcpir 7TTT vJecFGIF^TR 3ffr c£ t^WcI 

3 Hid 3py «Ticil ^ 'Jr? <i?gi %■■- 

(i) vJrMT^ch' cgv WI WZK ^ fPT Mel ^ t I 

f^rate ^ f\ 3 sroil gfcRfi 4 cF^tft ^ ^ t fvfrfr^r 
cf^f cii^fcra. 5if% t I ^ ^rezr t ^ $> 

cR^3Tt cpT ^ cFF? WrT # I 3T^cf? 3^ cT§ STO 

t wt ty Mel cTT^m eiTW t I 3ffi: $ cZINTf^fr ^ 

Sf4 WX\ ^r I2JTCN fcFJtlT WfcTT t I 


(ii) 3TRTTcff 3Tf^ ^ 3MTcff eft ^T 5D1TC t I ftd cf> 

PralcRioi % cfSfacfr 3 ePTft ^ ^ ft t ft ftftciftjid' ?rRft xft % ftft 

uTT '(ichril 



ftftcl ftdd 

31W 1996 

972 

1997 

-__ __ 

913 

^ 1997 

._ 

901 

1997 

896 

^dli 1997 

874 

f^'fT r «('f 1997 

834 

3FTW 1999 

619 

3Tcfi^ 1999 

500 

44^ 1999 

450 

fftPW 1999 

1 

450 



[WTI—-gpJS 1] 


MWf wre: srorciRt 
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^T^R-f^R, 1999 RTRFT VTIkllpcp ^ *T?f$ fa?cRl^7T sfio'lP'IcP -3T^iteiT^FT ^ 
f^RT (Ti^cft3TTf^K^M WTf^Rp qf^cbT, fcTW cZJTOK cF^ ) 

(iii) 3fk ^TRcT to ^ ^Rift ^ ^ ^ f i *n^T 3 ^ ^rfa 

^ft $?T ^FT aiN^dJch Sjtcfv 3ffafa cpT ST^cF Cpt Prafa ^FR ^ t I ?paj 
% ifta cl ^41 m TTF^T 3R 7ST t '"£) ^TECT 2fe?HiR <m pRlfa cf^tw ^FT 
cf^Wr ^ cppfjj 3 #cP t Pet c£pd1 *R #=T £RT TTR^T cPl ^cp| Pr^fa faEFT 
RT ^FT % I 

(iv) ^trcf cf?r <^h41 ^pt Pefet cp^r Jrg^ ^tt t 1 itr?t ^f Bt^r crr^r 

cf) 3TRTTcff 3 ^ ^ ?T} ^TTet 3fRTRff cPT f^RTT cp$ 1996-97 ^ R«Ftl 
3Tte TFT t 3?R f^RTT RWT f^R RTT ^3TT t I xffa <& f^RlfacP ^T Wnft 
cpt Pi-Mid" 3TRr^m> ft^t ctffacti ft cjr t# ^ ^tfrr c£t f^t 
TPE# ?P*T t I 

(v) Tj I pep I cr>xil3Tt cpT £FTcTT vl'MilVf ffoft 3 cpift eft cPRR g^TT TFT t I 

(vi) cnffcFRUT tr fcRTR fcpi? f^Tf f^«frf?TfT FT ift GtfcTR ?Jc<F 

oTfrraT T3TR cRTtfcp 3pcP #qr ^cTP ^--^M eft cT5cT 3TFn?ff RT 

T^t t I 

(vii) ^ fcFRfi' ift P-^ldcp % ~£p Tm cptf tjtr ^rr fcp^n 

t I TTf^fcRT ^TPPT cildd ^ 3TTCTR FT TTFTRI ^JFRT ^ ^ ?T1^ ^f 

JTRf^Tcp Plccpofi cFot cf^ ^TT ^cpcft ^ | 

(viii) PR'c miP<T)|' 5] aT^Tter % 1% cr? trRcftiF f^m ^iftTFT afr? "EfPr 

^F^ll ^RciSd dMId cfr gjRR TRTRfRFtr cjot 3 T ^ MP £ | 


752 GI/2001—2 
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(lX) 3TRTTcft # TO M P Iff t I 3TTFTF gMTIFp#^P|^#|3^r 

cft ejrmr ^ f I 3T**f ^fr % amnF fr ^ t ff wtft site 

cf^Wr ft Ptft $1 3mrRfr P PPii’iP Fnft cfPPt ft Tft # i 

(x) 1998-99 *r fPtP ^r ^ ^ ^ <p fMt f^P ^ FFF Poft 

$ft I F*Ilft, FcFST hRoih cfr TiF if ch^Pi-iri Pt etpFFrTT FT Fp^TeT 5TFTF FFT 
SIT I 3TcT: FTpcWcbp F>*fM Pt ^ FFp §f PWf P W TFTIF Site 
^PTTH v?Bp P foTV FTHT pFT 3WFT $ mt #t fTfclP ft Wit Pt jf^lP *t 

3TT F# eft I 

(xi) 5nfPF? P JPfPFTIsf PPfP ^ffFT #cT PpF FFT Jpp ftp t Ftp 

FTT^T Fih 3TFP 4 tRc^ vi«jVl Pt TTcFTFF cTFTcT Fff?PeT TITpoT fcjTZTT FFT # I 
3T^m t fP PgcT cfW $ TTJpRT FPp FT PcPT fpFT FTTF | 

(Xli) Tpt 3TTfe HiMcf&s TTCJEJrT Ip TTTpt T5F ft FF FFlPld EFTcT f % SffeJ ^p] 

Pt PP ft tf? 3TRTpT ft FTCFPcF phTTH ^3TT t I PP? FTpcfFft ft ^TT Pt % 
STTfPcF P^fTp Pt gfP FlPt FF 3J^T PfT WT £ I 

e. wPr 

IINcT 3 tRc| V^fTF FT SlIFIcil P FFTF Pt Ffixf Frpt p f^ Pfpd FTpFFft ^ 

^ftT^t PfP P 3T^rei-n ( iv) P 3 t^tttt tp ffP Pi ft PW fpFT Phf>i 
^ efTF efft jf^p ft eftf f^ctt t, ^IfifP u?ftc;h, stfctt wrtr, PPt Pt fttt, tPP, 
oTPT WFtII, Pi cum PP1 FlfP, FTeFT Pt FTFT 3ttr HlfujH ^TJlP pTFc^ «tR ^ FTTPcf) 

^r ^JSTT ^fpdPlcI sffTT gF: F^cT fcpFT FFT £ :- 



[ I—1 ] 
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(^>) smiRft Tift *r m 


c^cT 3TRITcT 


1997-98 


28.422 


1630 


1998-99 


1999-2000 

99 

23,903 

23,381 


cf^ 1999-2000 2000 cTcp) H CI^Hl c£ ^k=T STRIctt *T cnf 1997-98 

cfft tJcHT 3 1517% cfft c[f^ sfT 1 ^8 STcfTR ^ ?W3(] 3TErf£r ^ ^TTFT 

^irrft alto M % I 

cnt 1999-2000 (f^psrc, 2000 cTcf>) 3 3TRTRtr cfft WH 1998-99 ctf 

cJeRT 4 1484.5% q|rl t I cf4 98-99 c£ ^7R 3TTETRT 3PT^ : ^ ^ ^ I 

^ 1997-98, 1998-99 3ftY 1999-2000 2000 cTcf?) 4 ^ ^cf OTFJTcft 3 

cfTT fj^FfTT sfTTTTT: 94.2% 100% 3fft 97.8% 7?T 2TT I 

(73) TTci $TWT vJM^I 


31WT 


1997-98 


1998-99 




SHdl 

% 


134.62 

56.0$ 


300 

100 


434.62 

80.4 

[_ 


200.75 

83.6! 


209.33 

69.7^ 


482.75 

89.3! 
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3Tc c F?T 

1999-2000 

9933ft 

180 

158.64 

88.13 

F^'ei <* 3W*ft 

SOTcff 300 

ftt.33 it 450 

ftt. 33 cTB 

33Tft ) 


337 

138.47 

41.08 

w 


517 

297.11 ftt. 33 

qiffteb 396.14 

’ft. 33 | 

J 

57.46% 

qilft^ 76.61 

% 


-yiRjcpTcbTii g»t wte ffFraT ^ # ct«JTft vim ste ^ ter 

Bte $ stbtt ft Pwire 3TT^ t I 

(*T) ftflftlf 3tfc BBT? ten 

*TF W BIT t ffc gft 97-98, 98-99 1999-2000 (te^K 2000 WF) 

3ft FFT fBm:4,50,438 teT. 549,806 tel 3#k 3,70,628 tel 3ft sft I 3TP3 
3Tcrf^r 3> tet 3Tte HIT 4,83,504 ter. 3ft aft I FFf if 3TTte 33 ten 3*t 

97-98, 98-99 3fa 99-2000 (te?R, 2000 ?T35) ft sRTl 6.1% , 0.29% te 6.6 % 
75T 5TT I 3ft 97-98, 98-99 3fft 99-2000 (te?R, 2000 cRP) ft 3lftel3nft 33 ten 
fp*m: 58.77%, 66.81% 3ftT 71.17% ^FT SJT I 

tenSt 3ft bwtff ctftf ft cft te?r tR tet Ftft ft 3rfteWr 3ft 333 ft 


Bit nra |3TT I tet cter (W?/teT.) teTBTTR eft :- 



[ V FTH 1—1 ] 


wra: sramrrn 
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97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 fang amf£) 

31e9>l 




f£a£ ct^Md 

+ + + 

* * * 

* + * 


1 



f^sb) <*i)dd 

* k + 

* + * 



3RT: FPT i fta>t ctftodi £ ftRraS cPT w ^fT 


(w) 3i1cm rera> 

^ W TOT £ f£> yiR|chl«hTli cf?T atfcPT 96-97 foFTT £ 97-98 £ 


124% cR> cf£ ft «ft I 33^1 97-98 efr 3?frR cf> £ 98-99 3^7 99-2000 
£ Pl>!lcje Wit I 3T^r 4 3Tc*f>T ^ cPT aff£^ —- f£?=?TT 61.26% 

^5T 38.73% «n I 


3Tf£fT Wl*t> 

(v&) 

96-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 

o_ 

(JV*} 3ri^ ? 

^c^hl 

20.59 

24.49 

20.74 

15.91 

r 

1.88 

3.57 

5.97 

10.06 

<pf 

22.47 

28.06 

26.71 

25.97 


fa.) tW £ 3lfr g^rof £ fm 

i1lP^cr>icr>Ti^ £ 33ecR5 fcjrqr £ fc£ ^efTH" cf£ f£g£ cttrof £ cTWT 35% 

TTg> g5t f^KIcId 3TTt £ I cR^FT W 3J& cTRcl TTTRT gr?£ c£ f^TJ wfad £ aft? 

g£ro 1£*idui arr^Tf (;M£te£) £> cf^cT ^rR?f wrr sjrt arf^Rid c^Hd)' ^ 

M £ I £ d£*Tci H c^cfeT £Wt3Tt £ «FT £ 3Tl£f vidlldd cTOTT £ iff cTO £ fuRTcfc 
mRuiih 3j?fm cf£ *rr£ ft£trorcT fan £ i ^rn£ 3RTOT, £tt £ £t 

■3TRTRT fTJ £ v3d£ vieiVl £ 3TT£ cjocflcfl £t ^ £ TOff£> 3TOTfcTd dTH J il 

cj£iRi vdeiV 1 cf£ Rfhl c^Hd £ <*>h £ £^TfRh £t£ cjot VHKufl £ ^3e£^sl (cMi 

tot £ :- 
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W/toT- 


cf^ 

ft# qilftr 

3TFJ# # q|ft #R"d 

1997-98 

■*■ * * 

1023 

1998-99 

+ ■*■ * 

1 

1279 

1999-2000 

+ + k 

682 ~~ 


(^) dwn«ffn 

ft# cFffH^ 3fq# v3?Tf^T cTPTcf ^ cfTq c£ f^pr «rf£j 


ft^TT TpTr t ^PcTfcRn^ chl^Tl ft#?T ^fRTR 'g3TT CTT | «TT3TT?t # vTatn jJRT 

# t t^ ftftftt ^ # i|<? 5?ft ^cpcE cmr'*#* ^ ^rsfFT # ^ sift 

TTRI ^# # # #ft - > 



97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 (jnnrji^ 

TTe^Tr 




elRcl 

a A k 

A A A 

AAA 

ft# #HFl 

- ,-~Pt _ 

A a A 

A * A 

AAA 

rV*f/GWf 

(103) 

(191) 

(183) 

ASl 

A 

a 




^XMlq cRIJTcl 

* * * 

1 

A A lr 

* A * 

ft# #Hd 

* + + 

A A k 

k A A 

eTFT/?Tft 

78.76 

55.80 

(249.67) 


TjefrcRT # EZTH 3 ^3cT alters 3FTfcFT f^rff cf)^T^13 q? #cr cfr ^r f# 
Trq ftps*# # ^Rrr t- 

(# ^st 3TPirat # *tt3t 3 ^nr ^ ^ t; 

0# Anf^lePrlf# q> sfMlY ft^TT $ ftltfcld 3TT^ £ 3TRTcff 3 |f t; 

(q) #%3qWr# cfr arw *r q# 3rrf t; 
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0?) yiRicbi^afr <pt m^\ ftrfa T%r ^ cot cffM ^ <pt^ ^ f^ 

^T?2T Rbtll 7 RTT 1? fa'Cl^^rfe tj|til ^3TT %; 

fc) STFJTcff Tt eft cfWf % Ft T^t t; 

(^) "yXcJ^ TJSfPT 4l'd M^lkl «T?ft >FSfcF5 'T5T 'g3Tf % I 

m-. tif Ptoidcl t ft? ^r ciu-dfcicb arfcr t 

7. Umuiic*itf) TT?tI 

atfteft cm mil'll 1? fifr \5 ejVi cpt vjfr crr^fcT^ srf<t ^ ctf Tt«r<* ^ 
1*7 3TnTT?rt Cf, cfTRST ^ t I ’TRcT cpt f^mtfap cPT ftnfa cfr^ cTTeTT t 

3fk vJli-q 3Tcrf^T ^ PFeT 3ftT «TTW 3Tcrf?T ^ xftF ^ ^ filial cfft PTSTT 3PTT1^4 ^ 

t I vhfnfcp MF<^ T3ecRJ fch^ll PTJT t cn4 1997-98, 1998-99 3ffa 1999-2000 (Rw^, 
99 cTC>) A ^ 3TT^T?fr ^ #T cJTT f%TTTT sfPTCT: 94.2% , 100% 3lW 97.8% TFT 

stt i tp^t $st ftnfa cfft <*$tocfi 3 1997-98 Tt 3?Ft Piters T^t aftr uf 
t^i'CNc vjitxr 3Tcrf^r T^rct tft tcr cpp pgrr 1 f^rafa cj^Hci 3 3 ?t^ ^oft Tt f^RTcr? 

«PJTF ^r pfef effacT 3 rTvjft Tt 3TTf 3fo WTC ■mRlcblcb-dtart fagft snf^T 
*t ch4l 3TTif ! Tt ^ 3TT7n7Tt efr ^P3fR fg'W-l <j|f^ ^ fvrKicp tyic’I'W'tt'-l >yiFqcr> ic^tll 
^ ^ttt 3 PKNe 3rrt sfft cp>t cteff ^ f^r ^fm 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ *TT«T #TT -q^T -q^TcT: 

'JsfFT 3T?PTef TFT I 3TcT: Tfsf^ $?T ^T mfer 3Tli||di cfc 

cPTT^ ^tPT cf5T qiWf^cf) arfcT t - I 

8. qRTOT Prn sid’lxltft 

HTtor5t f^rtf^T ^ $ cmr^T ^tPt ^r ^ erfer cm 

^rra^i T 0\4ch 3 ttwp f4pn t 3ftr hiI^h efr «rrt ararerr tt^ cfpt pt^ttt^ 
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cFTT^r % fv^T ^ eFTRT 'jTRTI & cfr RFRt <Rt ^ $tRt 

ww<\ ?t wjit I $ fo^ snRrafrRt R tRcj eiRr FftRr f^t ctefr 

cRt ^ri ti?T ^ an^JTctf ^ q|R[ c$Hd ^ Fn®r cift ^ i vst^t frfft hiRh mci 
dlf^M R cf?R hni <ni ^ cT^T hiRIcpk] R 4ie*1 Hlfdd % cER oPlRt cf>t RfwR?T 
^ I 

9. arfcWf Riwi 


*R Rr^IR cFRR <£ XTYETTcT ^ RpseR Rra^dct # Rp :- 

(cE) iJR ^ 3TSTCT cfft R Rl^Rld f^flRRl ^T *TR<T cRl RrRcT 

FTFTRI ^ ^1 cER ^ *R f^RIT W t f^IFpR f3TT t; 

(Fj) eRc^ FreiRT ^ SlRr ^ ]?; 

(^T) SlRf 'Ff^g cf?T ^f 31 Nidi cfiRR ^ R ; 

io. mteRt fJRt $ ^ $ 3TRRT ci?t ^ RmtRrFT Rrirt#^ ^ FRiRm fcr R 
frit RrRrf^ fTIhi^c^ £Rq> 3iRfRm $ 3reqRi 29 ^ 3ffRrt 3iRr crf) l^rRrRm 

(^Mt) ^ *T*ft 3TTRTcft *R RTfEIWT^ MlddM RRRr ^ RprR?T cjRcf # I 

MlddFleft ^JcRv cf^t FTRt chldP 3 R ^fccT%cT FI% ofR 3TRITFT cfr tRRt tj^I cfc #Ef cpT 
3TRR eRR| I 



'dd-IlddVRl'^dcb c|5T RTPT 

EHFlRl 

1 

2 

3 (^Fi^/Rfrm.) 

^tRt 

Fnfr Rcqrdcft/Rr^dch 

20 
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11. ?^T mfnSR <£ foil? STRTTcfl cffi q|xr TJeJJ #CTT SlRrRm 1962 ^ cf?cT 

f?mpr £RT TTEJT-^lcbfad ^ ^TT 3l*R Wffi #H[ ^ £ftq> 

3Tf^m, 1975 <fft VNI 3,3?>, 8*5, 9 ^ 9<IT <£ cT^cT cTTR Tpr ctfr T5t^fR *T>ft 

lifter #r i 

12. vJM^tT eft 3ndfa TSeT ^ Hlf^cbl^ 31 TO, 2000 ^ tlNf^ f^rff efft ^ 
TRef t 

13. 3TT^T ^ Rg<7114^ 3PflcI vJ^RlcRT 3lltlPl4M $ Sf^TR \jc4K 

^ wtf (Rfwn) rjwiRkhui ^ ^ttr *n *r<M I 

T^T. ^t. TRDifa, frrfte TnftTORt 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 9th March, 2001 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject : Anti-Dumping investigations concerning import of Trimethoprim (TMP) from China. 


No. 9/1/2000-DGAD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1995 and the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed subsequent to the preliminary findings: 

(a) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified 
Preliminary Findings vide notification dated with regard to anti-dumping investigations 
concerning imports of Trimethoprim (TMP) from China and requested the interested parties 
to make their views known in writing within forty days from the date of its publication; 

(b) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the known interested parties, 
who were requested to furnish their views , if any, on the said findings within forty days 
from the date of the letter; 

(c) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their views orally 
on 15/12/2000, All parties presenting views orally were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed orally, The parties were advised to collect copies of the 
views expressed by the opposing parties and offer rejoinders, if any. Only the petitioners 
were present at the oral hearing. 

(d) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing non- 
confidential version of all evidence submitted and arguments made by various interested 
parties; 
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(c) The arguments raised by the petitioners and other interested parties have been appropriately 
dealt with in the preliminary findings and/or these findings; 

(f) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these findings 
were disclosed to known interested parties and comments received on the same, 
(submitted by the domestic industry alone) have been duly considered in these findings; 

(g) *** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

2. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Trimethoprim (TMP) which is 
an organic chemical It is a bulk anti-bacterial pharmaceutical ingredient directly used in 
formulations. Formulation of TMP is used in the combination of Sulphamethoxazole. TMP goes 
along with the combination of Sulphamethoxazole in 1:5 ratio by weight. There is no viable 
substitute for Trimethoprim. The chemical formula of TMP is as under: 

5-(3,4,5-Trimethoxy Benzyl) Pyrimidine-2,4-Diamine (C1H1N4 03), 

The production of TMP involves four stages, which are, addition, condensation, cyclisation and 
purification. 

TMP is classified under dedicated customs sub-heading no. 293359.02, of Chapter 29 of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 

The Authority confirms the preliminary findings on product under consideration. 

C. LIKE ARTICLES 

3 Trimethoprim (TMP) is an organic chemical. It is a bulk anti-bacterial pharmaceutical 
ingredient directly used in formulations. It is used particularly for treatment of urinary infections 
besides generalprescription. Formulation of TMP is used in the combination of 
Sulphamethoxazole. There is however no significant difference in terms of process, equipment or 
technology for the production of Trimethoprim. 

In order to establish that TMP produced by the domestic industry is a Like Article to that 
exported from China, characteristics such as technical specifications, manufacturing process, 
functions and uses and tariff classification have been considered by the Authority. 

The Authority also finds that there is no argument disputing that TMP produced by the domestic 
industry has characteristics closely resembling the imported material and is substitutable by TMP 
imported from the subject country both commercially and technically. TMP produced by the 
domestic industry has been treated as Like Article to the product exported from China, within the 
meaning of Rule 2(d) 

In view of the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings on Like Articles. 

Views expressed by the Domestic Industry on Product under Consideration and Like 
Article: 

With regard to product under consideration and like article, no objection has been raised by 
any interested party on the determination made by the Designated Authority in the preliminary 
finding. It is reiterated that Trimethoprim is being cleared under many customs sub-heading. The 
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Designated Authority is requested to notify the duties on all imports falling under Chapter 29 It 
had been the practice of the Designated Authority earlier to recommend duties on the product 
falling under the relevant Chapter and not on specific customs sub-classifications. Subject to the 
above, the Designated Authority is requested to confirm the preliminary findings with regard to 
product under consideration and like article. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY:- 

4. The petition has been filed by M/s. Alpha Drugs India Ltd., Patiala, and M/s lnventaa 
Chemicals Ltd., Hyderabad, alleging dumping of Trimethoprim (TMP) originating in or exported 
from China. The Ministry of Chemicals and Fertilisers have informed the Authority that the list 
of manufacturers and their production (in MT) during 1996-97, 97-98 and 98-99 as per available 
data is as indicated below:- 


Sl.No. 

Name of the 
Company 

Installed 

Capacity 

96-97 

97-98 

98-99 

1 . 

Burroughs 

Wellcome 

N.A. 

78.65 

92.35 

3.60 

2. 

German 

Remedies 

N.A. 

3.28 

0.56 

NA 

3. 

IPCA 

N.A. 

19.02 

NA 

NA 

4. 

SOL Pharma 

N.A. 

11.93 

NA 

NA 

5. 

Inventa 

Chemicals 

N.A. 


138.12 

280.17 

6. 

Alpha Drugs 

Ltd. 

N.A. 

1 

140.91 

134.61 

201.26 


(NA-not available). 


Production details for the period of investigation have not been enclosed. However, judging from the 
pattern of production as given above, the petitioners accounted for a major proportion of the 
production of TMP in 1998-99. 

The petitioners have stated that the production of TMP by various producers in 1999-2000 (upto 
Dec’99) has been as under:- 


Producer 


Petitioners 


Alpha Drugs Ltd. 

158.64 Mt 

lnventaa Chemicals 

138.47 Mt 

Sub total 

297.11 

Share 

73.41% 

Supporter 


IPCA Labs 

32.60 

Petitioner & Supporter - Total 

329.71 

Share 

81.46% 

Others 
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Zora Pharma 

75 



Total Indian Production 

404.71 



The petitioners alone account for 73.41% of the total production in the POI and 81.46% of the 
production in combination with their supporter M/s IPCA Labs as per production data submitted 
in the petition. 

The Authorities notes that the petitioners therefore constitute “domestic industry” and have the 
required standing to file the present petition under the Rules. 

The Authority confirms the stated position on domestic industry as given at para G 8 of the 
preliminary findings. 

E. DUMPING:- 

(A) Normal Value 

Views expressed by Domestic Industry:- 

In the absence of any response from the exporter/producer in China, the normal value has to 
be determined on the basis of best available information. Non participation by the exporters 
from the subject countries also confirm the domestic industry’s views that the exporters 
were dumping the product in the Indian market. 

Authority’s Positionr- 

The Authority observes that the exporters from China have not responded to the questionnaire 
in the prescribed format and have not furnished information relating to normal value, export 
price, and dumping margin. The Authority therefore considers the exporters to be non- 
cooperative and has proceeded on best available information. 

The petitioners had requested that the normal value in China be accepted on the basis of 
constructed cost of production of Trimethoprim. In the circumstances the Authority was 
constrained to determine the constructed cost. 

The constructed normal value in China for the purpose of Final Findings is now considered to 
be USD ""* , */kg or Rs ***/kg at an average exchange rate during POI of lUSD=Rs 43.03 

(B) Export Price 

The cif price as per the information available with the Authority is determined at Rs "“^/kg. 
The ex-factory export price has been determined after taking USD 0.50/kg as ocean freight 
(based on petitioner’s experience), 0.5% as marine insurance charges, commission @2% for 
the agent in China, 0.5% as packing costs and 2% for port handling and port charges as per the 
Indian experience. However, commission @3% for the Indian indenting agent and 
transportation costs @ 2% likely to be incurred by the producers in China to their sea ports, as 
claimed by the petitioners are not allowed by the Authority for want of documentary evidence 
and lack of evidence based on petitioners exports, respectively. 
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After adjustments on these accounts the ex- factory fob export price is estimated to be Rs 
***/kg or USD ***/kg at an average exchange rate of Rs 43.03~1USD. 

(C )Dumping Margin:- 

The Authority has followed the consistent policy of adopting the principles governing the 
determination of Normal Value, Export Price and Margin of Dumping as laid down in 
Annexure 1 of the anti-dumping rules. Based on the normal values and export prices as 
indicated above, the Authority has assessed the dumping margins in case of all exporters 
from China as given in the table below:- 


Country 

Producer/Exporter 

Normal Value 
(USD/kg) 

Export Price 
(USD/kg) 

Dumping Margin 
(%) 

China 

All producers/exporters 

*** 

*** 

87.42 


F. INJURY:- 

5. Argument raised by domestic industry:- 

As brought out in Para B 2 of the Preliminary Findings, and after the oral hearing, the 

domestic industry has stated inter alia that:- 

(i) Chinese producers are exporting IMP to the Indian market for quite sometime. The 
exporters started reducing their prices recently, which has caused material injury to the 
domestic industry. It is a well known fact that manufacturers in China cannot export their 
goods directly. There are a number of large, medium and small trading houses who hold 
valid export licences. TMP is therefore, largely exported by traders in China. 

(ii) More significant than the volume of imports is the price effect of imports. The exporters 
from China have reduced the prices significantly, as may be seen from the following table 
and graph . 


Year 

Export price 

August 1996 

972 

Jan. 1997 

913 

May 1997 

901 

June 1997 

896 

July 1997 

874 

December 1997 

834 

August, 1999 

619 

Oct. 1999 

500 

Nov. 1999 

450 

Dec. 1999 

450 


Source-Nov-Dec’99, Chemical Weekly & Maharishi Visveshvariya Industrial Research 
& Development Centre (MV1RDC periodical, World Trade Centre, Mumbai). 


(iii) China and India are the two largest producers of TMP in the world. Both India and 
China are exporting this essential bulk drug to a number of countries. The fact that 
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China is dumping TMP is evident from the sheer fact that the export price of TMP from 
India to other countries is significantly higher than the prices at which it is being 
exported to India by China. 

(iv) China is a major exporter of TMP to India. The share of imports from China in imports 
of TMP in India is predominant since 1996-97 and the same has been almost constant. 
The exporters from China are exporting the material at significantly dumped prices, far 
below the selling prices of the domestic industry. 

(v) The capacity utilization of the petitioners have been dropping on account of drop in 
sales. 

(vi) Final duties may be extended to Trimethoprim regardless of the Customs/ITC 
classification as imports are being cleared under a host of customs sub-headings. 

(vii) None of the exporters from China have filed any response before the Designated 
Authority. The preliminary findings may be confirmed with regard to determination of 
normal value on the basis of constructed cost of production. 

(viii) The Designated Authority is requested to allow the adjustments on account of 
commission for Indian agent and inland transportation costs in China. 

(ix) There has been a significant increase in imports in absolute terms. Imports are primarily 
from China. There are hardly any imports from other countries. Imports from other 
countries are at significantly higher prices, Imports are causing severe price 
undercutting. 

(x) Reduction in prices in 1998-99 helped the domestic industry in increasing sales 
However, as a direct consequence, profitability of the companies got adversely 
affected. The petitioner companies were forced to higher losses or losses from a 
situation of profits as a result of these declining prices. 

(xi) The non-injurious price determined for the purpose of preliminary findings appears to 
be on the lower side and hardly covers the cost of production of the domestic industry 
in the investigation period. It is requested that a suitable enhancement in the non- 
injurious price may kindly be considered 

(xii) All economic parameters, collectively and cumulatively, establish that the domestic 
industry has suffered material injury from the dumped imports from China. The 
Designated Authority is requested to confirm the preliminary findings in this regard. 

6. INJURY 

For the examination of the impact of imports on the domestic industry in India, the Authority 
has considered such indices having a bearing on the state of the industry as production, 
capacity utilisation, quantum of sales, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude 
and margin of dumping etc. in accordance wire Annexure II (iv) of the rules supra, the details 
of which as brought out in the Preliminary Findings are reproduced below:- 
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(a) Quantum of Imports 


As per secondary source 
Quantity (kg.) 



1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000-upto 

Dec. 99 


28,429 

1575 

23,903 

China 

26,799 

1575 

23,381 

Other countries 



522 (U K.) 


The increase in the total imports of TMP was 1417% in 1999-2000 (upto Dec. 2000) 
over 1998-99. Thus the quantum of imports have gone up significantly during the period of 
investigation. 

The quantum of imports from China have gone up by 1384.5% in 1999-2000 (upto Dec. 99) 
over 1998-99. Imports in 98-99 wr r e exclusively from China. The share of China in total 
imports was 94.2%, 100% and 97.8% in 1997-98, 1998-99 and 1999-2000, (upto Dec.99) 
respectively. 


(b) Production and Capacity Utilisation 

The production capacity, actual production and capacity utilisation of the petitioners was as 
follows: - 


Petitioners 

Year 


1331 1 

Capacity Utilisation 
% 


1997-98 

240 

134.62 

56,09 

Inventaa 


300 

300 


Total 


540 

ESXSHlHi 

EEEHHHHHI 

Alpha 

1998-99 


EESBMtKM 

83.65 

Inventaa 


EESlBfil 


69.77 

Total 


540 

e mmm 

89.39 

Alpha 


180 

158.64 

88.13 

MM 


337 

138.47 

41.08 

Total 


517 

297.11MT 

Annualised 

396.14MT 

57.46% 

Annualised 

76.61% 


While there has been an increase in the installed capacity of the petitioner, production and 
capacity utilisation of domestic industry has declined in the period of investigation. 


(c) Sales and Market Share 

It is observed that the demand of TMP was 4,50,438 KG, 5,49,806 KG and 3,70,628 KG in 97- 
98, 98-99 and 99-2000 (upto Dec 2000) respectively. The annualized demand for the POI is 
4,83,504 KG. The share of imports in total demand was 6.1%, 0.29% and 6.6% in 97-98, 98-99 
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and 99-2000 (upto Dec. 99) respectively. The share of the petitioner was 58.77%, 66.81% and 
71.17% in 97-98, 98-99 and 99-2000 (upto Dec. 99) respectively. 

The sale of TMP below cost of production resulted in heavy loss of profit to the 
petitioner. Sales prices (Rs/kg) were as follows:- 


Petitioners 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000(POI) 

Alpha 


. 


Selling Price 

*** 


*** 

Inventaa 




Selling Price 

*** 

* + * 

-1 

*** 


Unit selling prices have therefore showed a declining trend. 

(d) Closing Stocks 

It is observed that the closing stocks of the petitioner went up by 124% in 97-98 over 96-97. 
They declined in 98-99 and 99-2000 from the level of closing stocks in 97-98. Alpha Drugs 
accounted for 61.26% of closing stocks in the POI, while Inventaa accounted for 38.73%. 


Closing Stocks 
(MT) 

96-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 


20.59 

24.49 

r 20.74 

15.91 

Inventaa 

1.88 

3.57 

5.97 

10.06 

Total 

22.47 

28 06 

26.71 

25.97 


(e) Price undercutting and price depression 

The petitioner has stated that the selling prices of the domestic industry have declined by 
about 35%. The present prices are insufficient to recover the full costs and are significantly 
below the notified prices by the Government of India under the Drug Price Control Order 
(DPCO). The prices are below not only the DPCO but also the cost of production, resulting in 
severe financial losses to the domestic industry. Further, the imports from the subject country 
are significantly undercutting the prices of the domestic industry as the landed price of the 
imported material is below the selling price of the domestic industry as illustrated in the table 
below > 


Rs/kg 


Year 

Sales Realisation 

Landed Price of Imports 

1997-98 

*** 

1023 

1998-99 

*** 

1279 

1999-2000 

*** 

682 


(0 Profitability:- 

The domestic industry has been forced to reduce its selling prices below its cost of 
production, resulting in substantial financial losses. The injury to the domestic industry is 
evident from the per unit profit/loss made by the industry from sales in the domestic 
markets, as shown below:- 
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Rs/kg 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 (POI) 

Alpha Drugs 




COP 

*** 

* + + 


Selling Price 

** + 

*** 

*** 

P/L 

(103) 

(191) _____ 

(183) 

Inventaa 




COP 

+ + * 

*** 

*** 


* 

*** 

*** 

P/L 

78.76 


(249.67) 


In view of the foregoing the Authority confirms the conclusions on injury at Para K.13 of the 
Provisional Findings and reiterates that:- 

(a) the quantum of imports from the subject country have increased in absolute terms; 

(b) the market share of the petitioners have gone down while that of imports has increased; 

(c) the capacity utilisation of the petitioners have gone down ; 

(d) the petitioners have been forced to sell at prices below their non-injurious price 
resulting in losses; 

(e) imports are undercutting the prices of the domestic industry; 

(f) the domestic industry is left with substantial closing stocks. 

The Authority therefore concludes that the domestic industry has suffered material injury. 

7. Causal Link 

The Authority holds that the material injury to the domestic industry has been caused by 
imports from the subject country. China is the main exporter of Trimethoprim to India and 
there has been a tremendous increase in import volumes from China prior to and in the period 
of investigation. As already noted, the share of China in total imports was 94.2%, 100% and 
97.8% in 1997-98, 1998-99 and 1999-2000, (uptoDec.99) respectively. Export prices from the 
subject country have been declining significantly from 1997-98 onwards reaching an all time 
low in the POI. The sharp reduction in the export price resulted in steep reduction in the landed 
price followed by reduction in sales realisation of the petitioners. The increase in the market 
share of imports from China resulted in the decline in the market share of the petitioner and 
undercut the prices of the domestic product forcing the domestic industry to sell below its non- 
injurious price which resultantly, the domestic industry was unable to recover. The material 
injury to the domestic industry was therefore caused by the dumped imports from the subject 
country. 

8. Anti-Dumping duty imposed:- 

The Authority has carefully evaluated the injury caused to the domestic industry on account of 
dumping of Trimethoprim (TMP) arid has recommended the amount of anti-dumping duty 
equivalent to the dumping margin or less, which if levied, would remove injury to the domestic 
industry. For this purpose, the Authority has compared the non-injurious selling price of the 
domestic industry with the landed value of imports from the subject countries. Wherever the 
margin is found to be less than the dumping margin, the Authority has recommended duty lower 
than the dumping margin. 
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9. FINAL FINDINGS:- 

The Authority after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) Trimethoprim (TMP) originating in or exported from China has been exported to 
India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by imports from the subject country. 

10. The Authority recommends imposition of definitive Anti-dumping duty on all imports of 
Trimethoprim (TMP) falling under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act as specified under the 
para relating to product under consideration originating in or exported from China. The anti¬ 
dumping duty shall be the difference between the amount mentioned in Col.3. and the landed 
value of imports. 


Country 

Name of the producer/exporter 

Amount 

1. 

2. 

3. fUSD/kei 

China 

All producers/exporters 

20 


11. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined by 
Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied under 
Sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

12. Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings dated 31 st 
August, 2000. 

13. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


L. V. SAPTHARJSHI, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt of India Prom, King Road, Maya pun. New Delhi-] 1006d 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054 — 2001 




